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Santas Against Excessive Consumption drop 
in on London, 16.12.06 

Submitted on Sun, 24/12/2006 - 00:28 



Santas Against Excessive Consumption (SAEC) went 
out to play for the second year running on Saturday 
December 16th 2006, dropping in on the Shell- 
sponsored Natural History Museum (NHM) on the way 
to the consumer hell that is Oxford Street. 

At the NHM we wandered through the crowds holding 
our 'Lappland is melting' and 'Reindeer can't swim' 
placards, explaining that excessive consumption was 





melting our ho-ho-home, and as such it was going to be 
tough to ensure a good supply of presents in the future. 
We had a bit of interaction with people waiting to skate 
on the British Airways-sponsored ice rink. Half the rink 
was closed because it was too wet and slushy - the ice 
had melted. The employee with the thankless task of 
trying to herd us out disagreed with me when I 
suggested that this was symbolic. His word? 'Ironic.' 

'See you next year!', promised the mouthiest Santa as 
they left, (since monthly visits are planned by SAEC's 
friends London Rising Tide in 2007.) Then it was on to 
join reinforcements in Oxford Street, using the tube 
journey as a chance to thank the punters for taking 
public transport a well as smiling at bewildered nippers 
wondering if we could have any connection to the real 
thing. Taking up residence at Oxford Circus, some anti¬ 
corporate carols were given a good seeing to, and 
leaflets distributed. A festive foray into Niketown 
resulted in a swift but friendly expulsion, while a 
minstrel-like wander into the big Apple shop triggered 
a grumpier response. The plea to 'Sing your own songs 
to eachother this Christmas!' was interpreted as some 
sort of advertising by a competitor, and this as well as 
some live and direct carolling inside the shop led to the 
police being called. But we stood our ground when 
asked by the humbugging coppers to move away from 
the shop window, and soon enough they evaporated. 

By that time we were pretty much Santa-d out, so 
decamped to a caff to fill up on caffeine and divest 
ourselves of the magic but by this time somewhat 
bedraggled beards and suits that made people smile at 
us and take our subversive leaflets. Take care until next 



year... 


www.londonrisingtide.org.uk 
www.artnotoil.org.uk/gallery/v/Shell 
[http://www.artnotoil.org.uk/ gallery/v/ Shell] 
www.shelloiledwildlife.org.uk 
[http://www.shelloiledwildlife.org.uk] 

07708 794665 

london @ risingtide .org.uk 


Text of the Oxford Street leaflet: 

LAPPLAND IS MELTING! 

Today is the busiest shopping day of the year. Oxford 
Street is crammed with consumers all scrambling for 
the latest must-have item, the perfect present that will 
buy Christmas joy. Most of us find this part of 
Christmas incredibly stressful - there’s never enough 
time, tensions run high, and the obligation of gift 
exchange rules the season. 

So why do we buy in to Christmas shopping madness? 
Maybe it’s time to start figuring out why we so 
desperately need a 5-speed electric toothbrush in the 
first place, or why our children will be devastated if 
they don’t get the latest McNikeSoft Godzilla Action 
Figure that tops The List. It might well boil down to the 
fact that we are each exposed to 3,500 adverts per day. 
(No really, try counting!) 

Corporate advertising can actually be seen as the 
largest single psychological project undertaken by the 
human race. We are told from the day we are born that 
increasing our material wealth will make us happier 



people, and if we want to show someone that we love 
them, we must buy them something - the more 
expensive, the more we love them. 

Christmas consumption causes climate chaos! 

The problem is, corporate consumer culture doesn’t 
just breed stress - it creates environmental 
catastrophe. If everyone in the world were to consume 
at the level we do in the West, we would need 5 extra 
planets. But it’s not just about disappearing rainforests 
and mountains of rubbish. Our excessive consumption 
is also causing climate chaos, with disastrous effects 
like hurricanes, flooding and other freak weather 
patterns. 

We know that climate change is directly caused by the 
burning of fossil fuels (oil, coal and natural gas) to 
power our offices, heat our homes, and fuel our cars & 
planes. But tackling climate change is not only about 
taking the bus and switching off lights. Every product 
that is produced, transported, bought, used and thrown 
away eats up energy that we don’t have, and creates 
pollution that our climate can’t handle. And if that 
product is made of plastic (and think how many are), 
then it’s literally made of oil. 

Us Santas aren’t suggesting you don’t give your loved 
ones presents this year. But why not make one or two 
of them, trade with friends, or buy locally. Think about 
the products you’re buying - what they’re made of, 
where they came from, how they got from there to 
here...and whether they’re actually going to make 
someone any happier. 



Text of NHM leaflet: 


WHAT LIES BENEATH SHELL’S WILD LIE? 

Hello and Merry Christmas. We are Santas Against 
Excessive Consumption, and we’ve dropped into the 
Natural History Museum on our way to Oxford Street, 
to sing a few carols and to remind museum-goers that 
excessive consumption of oil is causing Lappland - our 
home! - to melt. 

Why is this relevant to the NHM? Because Shell, the 
world’s third largest oil company, is also the new 
sponsor of the its Wildlife Photographer of the Year 
exhibition. 

Could you join the campaign opposing this 
sponsorship, write to the Museum or lend images to 
our ‘Shell’s Wild Lie’ counter-exhibition? 

Despite attempts to ‘greenwash’ its reputation via 
blanket advertising and cultural sponsorship, Shell is 
still heavily implicated in producing ever-greater 
quantities of the oil and gas that are destabilising our 
climate to such an alarming degree. Climate change is 
set to wipe out millions of plant and animal species and 
to devastate the poorest regions of the planet. Shell’s 
activities also result in oil spills which are major causes 
of death and destruction for many varieties of life. Its 
planned refinery and pipeline project in Country Mayo, 
Ireland, threatens a pristine ecosysystem, not to 
mention the homes and livelihoods of the inhabitants. 
Lastly, Shell is currently constructing a massive 
development at Sakhalin Island in Russia which is 




threatening the survival of the Western Pacific Grey 
Whale. For all these reasons, Shell should not be 
sponsoring the Wildlife Photographer of the Year 
exhibition. We call on the Natural History Museum to 
end its sponsorship deal with Shell. 

Tell NHM boss Michael Dixon directly what you think 
of Shell (not to mention BP, which is a Museum 
partner): 

(020) 7942 5000; m.dixon@nhm.ac.uk 
[mailto:m.dixon@nhm.ac.uk], cc’ing to 
feedback@nhm.ac.uk [mailto:feedback@nhm.ac.uk] & 
us. 


...and get more involved in the Art Not Oil 
campaign/exhibition via London Rising Tide, taking 
creative direct action on the root causes of climate 
chaos 

Tags: 
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Sophie from Rising Tide Australia speaks at 
a massive rally vs. the G20 in Melbourne, 
18.11.06 

Submitted on Sat, 18/11/2006 - 00:00 


'The 2006 G20 meeting of finance ministers, reserve 
bank governors and heads of the World Bank took 
place at the Grand Hyatt in Melbourne, Australia, from 
November 17-19 2006.' (http://www.stopg20.org/) 


This is what a Rising Tider said to a big rally on the 


day: 


It's time to say we have had enough of being 
told that 'the end could be 
nigh'by scientists, only to see our leaders 
jamming their foot on the 
accelerator of a car that is already hurtling 
towards the cliff edge - 

whilst they shout 'Trust me-I have your best 
interests at heart!' 

The Kyoto Protocol will only reduce emissions by 
less that 2% when 

cuts of up to 80 - 90% are needed by developed 
countries like us. 

Emissions per capita are now greater globally 
than they were at the 

start of the Kyoto process. Look around you now 
in this city and 

imagine 90% cuts and the changes we need to 
make. 

Renewables can go some of the way but we need 
to reduce the world's 

energy use to stop the burning of fossil fuels. 

Kyoto is nothing more that distraction, a 
business deal disguised as an 
environmental treaty. It's creating false hope as 
well as being a 

payday for carbon traders and their like. 

Business is, and will, continue 

as usual if we ask governments to sort this out! 


Market-based solutions like the carbon trading 



schemes that lie at the 

heart of the Kyoto Protocol will make some 

people very rich while 

turning the atmosphere into a giant commodity 

to be bought and sold 

like barrels of oil by western traders, 

governments and corporations, 

further deepening the world's already gaping 

imbalances of power and 

in NO WAY reducing emissions! 

Nuclear power is NOT the answer...if you have 
any doubt take a trip up 

the centre to Roxby downs Uranium mine or any 
of the places in the 

northern territory where they are planning to 
dump the waste which 

will be lethal for generations., and in such an 
unstable world do we 

ant more weapons grade materials crated? With 
nuclear power the 

ability to control our own lives is still taken out of 
our hands. 

More that a hundred and fifty thousand people 
die every year directly 
from the effects of climate change, a million 
species face extinction 

by 2050. And we know it's going to get worse. 

As with other effects of capitalism, the effects of 
climate change 

will be felt the strongest by those least equipped 
to deal with them. 

hether those in the pacific islands like the 



Carterets forces from 

their homes by rising sea levels or those in the 
sub-Saharan Africa 

driven from their homes in search of water. 

Facts like this can all feel overwhelming. What is 
also overwhelming 

is the power we have when we resist control & 
manipulation of the 

corporations & the state and work together to 
bring about change. 

We are here today because we care, because 

we're angry! It is up to 

US, not governments, to bring about change. 

Let's reclaim the power to 

control our own lives and our planet's future 

from the puppet 

governments, which time and again sell out to 
the highest bidder. 

If we are to solve this problem let's start creating 
our own solutions 

in our own communities. And of course we must 
also tackle the current 
system head on! 

Let's sent an urgent message to the G2o's 
financial ministers - your 
environmentally suicidal and socially unjust 
strategies will no longer 
be tolerated! 

Around the world people are fighting for climate 
justice and to 



dismantle the carbon industry before it 

dismantles us. Let's take 

inspiration from communities, networks and 

groups around the world 

resisting fossil fuels - and see how these 

communities are linking 

together to form networks of resistance and 

solidarity. 

The Oilwatch network of groups in the global 

south who have pledged to 

resist the oil industry's attempts to drill for yet 

more unwanted oil 

and gas on their lands. 

Farmers in Mayo, Ireland resisting Shell building 
a gas pipeline 

through their communities & linking their 

struggles with peoples in 

Nigeria... 

The largest coal-fired power station in the UK 

Drax was blockaded this 

year by a climate camp with international 

support and called by the 

mainstream press the only 'sane people in the 

country'. 

The Navaho nation resisting Peabody Coal on 
indigenous lands., are 

linking up with Australians resisting coal mining 
here.. 

Just over the Tasman in a place Happy Valley, a 
remote untouched 



wilderness in New Zealand which a state owned 

company have approval to 

mine for coal, people have been in occupation 

since January to 

stop plans going ahead. 

These are just some examples., and closer to 
home we have the biggest 

coal port in the world in Newcastle and open cut 
coal mines up the 

Hunter Valley & into the Gunnedh Basin that 

feeds it.. And for all the 

governments talk about tackling the issue of 

climate change, they're 

planning to double the export capacity of the 

world's largest coal port 

and approve of still more coal mines. 

Just two days ago the NSW minister for 
planning, Frank Sartor, 

wound back 25 years of Environmental Planning 
legislation just to avoid 

having to assess the devastating impacts of the 
export coal industry 

and the proposed Anvil Hill coal mine. And yet 
the government will have us 
believe that they are serious about addressing 
climate change! 

It's clear that the governments, industries & 
finance ministers aren't 

going to do anything to bring about real change, 
so it's up to us to 

shut down the mines & oil wells, dismantle power 
stations & coal 



infrastructure. 

We can start today by letting the finance 
ministers know what we think 
of their authority. 

Governments only begin to get nervous when 
people start to have an 
effect upon business as usual! 

Throughout history direct action has been used 
again and again to 

triumph over injustice! This situation is unjust, 
and it's time to 

fight! Fight in our own lives and in our 
communities, as individuals 
and networks, and using tactics that show what 
we're capable of. And 

by doing this we can begin to dismantle this 
catastrophic, 

soul-destroying system, and begin to build a just 

and fossil fuel-free 

future! 

(followed by a call to action at Anvil Hill if we 
have to start 
blockading it real soon..) 


Tags: 
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November 4th climate march 



Submitted on Tue, 14/11/2006 - 14:15 

We made this card (tweaking the existing image) for the 
November 4th climate march... 
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Getting in the Way 

Submitted on Mon, 13/11/2006 - 00:00 

Direct-action protesters in the U.K. are focusing on 
climate change 
By Mike Wendling 
13 Nov 2006 

It's half an hour or so after the end of 
Britain's biggest-ever protest against climate 
change, and I'm still hanging out in Trafalgar 





Square. 

A few groups of kids are milling around, and a 
couple of anarchists have set up a bicycle- 
powered disco. One or two old-timers are trying 
to get rid of their last remaining copies of the 
Socialist Worker. Most of the protesters have 
heeded the organizers' advice to reuse or recycle 
their placards, but the local cleaning crews are 
quick on the job, cleaning up the rest of the 
rubbish to get the place ready for a typical 
London Saturday night. Everyone else is heading 
home, or to the pub. 

My cellphone rings. 

"Meet us near the top of the square," says the 
voice on the other end of the line. "We're wearing 
the tiger suits." 

So begins my foray into the world of radical 
opposition to climate change. 

It's been a big year for climate change in Britain 
— in several ways. The country's three main 
political parties have more or less converged on 
the idea that something needs to be done urgently 
about global warming. Even the last holdout, the 
Conservative Party, has come over all green, 
going as far as to change their party logo from a 
torch to a tree. 

The recent Stern Review, commissioned by the 
man likely to be the next prime minister, puts a 
pound amount on future upheaval along with a 
cost estimate for the change to a low-carbon 



economy. A system of mandatory individual 
carbon allowances — an idea outlined in Grist 
last year — is closer to becoming reality. And that 
big march to coincide with the Nairobi climate 
change conference? It drew 20,000 people. 

Bubbling underneath all this highly visible 
mainstream progress, however, is a current of 
direct action — a hardened core of activists who 
have decided that it's time to throw their bodies 
in front of the coming storm. 

My efforts to track down this new wave led me to 
settle down on steps near Nelson's Column to 
chat with a guy in a tiger suit. 

A Rising Tide Floats All Votes 

John Zee (not his real name) is a polite chap, and 
once we get to talking he seems no more 
outrageous or paranoid than your average 
activist. But behind the whiskers it's clear that his 
brand of action is much different than that of 
mainstream environmental groups. Zee is part of 
London Rising Tide, a group with about 10 or 15 
regulars and 40 or so occasional sympathizers. 

"What people speaking at the demonstration 
today want is capitalism light, capitalism with a 
smile, and most of them believe this is the way 
we're going to fight climate change and save the 
planet," he says. "We disagree." 

Traditional direct actions, like tree sits and 
bulldozer blockades, have been designed to halt 



or stall the effects of environmental destruction. 
But you can't chain yourself to a hurricane or 
stand in the way of a flood, so these protesters 
have had to focus on the sources of climate 
change — things like power stations and airports. 

In August, Rising Tide helped organise a "climate 
camp" at Europe's biggest coal-fired power 
plant, the Drax Power Station in Yorkshire, 
northern England. Hundreds of protesters spent 
a week near the station and nearly 40 were 
arrested in minor scuffles with police. 

Another coal-fired power station west of London 
has been targeted twice this year: in July by a 
small group of protesters calling themselves 
"Reclaim Power," and again by a larger group 
from Greenpeace earlier this month. 

"We want to show that the only way we're going 
to cut carbon emissions by 90 percent is if we 
shut these plants down ourselves,” Zee says. 

Of course, direct environmental action is nothing 
new, and energy generation has long been a 
source of controversy. But several of the people I 
talked to indicated that activists here in Britain 
are ready to unleash a massive new wave of 
climate change-focused actions to rival in scale 
the opposition to the government's huge road¬ 
building projects that took place in the 1990s. 

"People who have been environmental activists 
on a variety of issues before are shifting their 
focus, largely because the problem of climate 



change is on such a massive scale that it makes 
other causes look small in comparison," says Leo 
Murray of the group Plane Stupid. 

"In the process, we've seen loads of new people 
contact us recently,”Murray says. "These are 
people who aren't traditionally drawn to direct 
action but they realize the extent of climate 
change." 

It's the Planes, Stupid 

No, Plane Stupid isn't arguing against high- 
carbon Euclidian geometry — their name reflects 
how they feel about the airline industry. 

They've picked a tough battle. Big national 
airlines like British Airways, Air France, and 
Alitalia are deeply ingrained in the psyche of 
their respective countries, and they're also 
massively subsidized. And the past decade has 
seen an explosion of cheapo short-haul carriers. 
For pennies (sometimes literally), no-frills 
airlines like Easy Jet, Ryanair, and Air Berlin fly 
Europeans all over the continent — sometimes to 
places they didn't even know they wanted to go 
(anybody for sunny Rijeka, Croatia?). 

In Britain, the idea of a "right to fly" has become 
so pervasive that supporters of airline fuel taxes 
are routinely accused of snobbery and elitism. 
The argument goes something like this: Higher 
taxes mean Tony Blair and his mates will still be 
able to unwind in Tuscany, but working-class 
families won't get their own holidays in the sun. 



Undaunted, Murray and Plane Stupid answer 
back by pointing out that the worst effects of 
climate change will affect the world's poorest 
people. When I met up with him in a west London 
pub, he told me he and his fellow activists are 
prompted to act not just because of what climate 
change might bring in the future, but what's 
happening right now. 

"Here in the U.K., we've had a drought in the 
summer and an unusually warm autumn," he 
says (which explains why I was still picking 
zucchini out of my garden on Halloween). 

"People have become aware that our climate has 
changed. There is massive suffering and death 
because of this, and it's not a radical anarchist 
position that we're expressing, it's a scientific 
truth." 

According to industry and government figures, 
air travel only makes up about 6 percent of 
Britain's carbon emissions, but with major 
airport expansion projects at Heathrow and 
elsewhere, that figure is expected to grow 
substantially. 

A report [PDF] by one of the country's leading 
climate change institutes estimated that if air 
travel emissions keep rising at the same rate, all 
British houses, businesses, and cars will have to 
be carbon neutral in order for the U.K. to hit its 
target of a 60 percent cut in carbon dioxide by 
2050. 


Still, in these terror-tainted times, sitting on 



airport runways is probably not the way many 
would choose to express discontent at climate 
policy. But that didn't stop members of Plane 
Stupid from marching into Nottingham Airport 
— chosen because it handles short-haul flights — 
in September, throwing themselves down on a 
runway, and shutting the place down for the 
afternoon. 

Twenty-four of them were arrested, but in 
something of a reversal of fortune for 
environmental protesters, Murray says his group 
hasn't simply been dismissed as Plane Idiots. 

"In the past, lots of people just didn't respond 
well to direct action,”Murray says. "So you often 
heard people say 'There's lots of ways you can 
protest within the law, so why are you breaking 
it — what gives you the right?' But since the 
[Drax] climate camp, the only response we've 
had is 'good on ya.'" (That's the Brit-speak 
equivalent of a pat on the back). 

"It has to do with the issue and our approach, 
which is afar cry from the old-style 
environmentalism that some people saw as 
human bashing," he says. 

Extremism Is in the Eye of the Beholder 

Of course, it's not just a shower of bread and 
roses for the direct action crowd. One leading 
climate change scientist has criticized the 
"language of chaos and controversy" 
surrounding environmental debate in Britain. 



And although the activists may be thinking like 
revolutionaries, there's a view that says climate 
change is too big of a problem to tackle via the 
type of focused actions that tend to attract 
banner headlines. 

"What they maybe don't realize is how pervasive 
carbon is in our everyday lives, how every little 
thing we do affects our carbon output, and how 
complex the science behind it is," one scientist 
friend of mine told me in the pub after the 
London climate march (OK, so I spend a lot of 
time in the pub — at least I drink locally produced 
beer). 

There's also the question of whether the protests, 
by impeding power plants or blocking runways, 
have any real positive effect on the environment 
— and if not, whether that even matters. 

Greenpeace activist Ben Stewart told me that his 
group prevented 20,000 tons of CO2 from 
entering the atmosphere when they forced Didcot 
power station west of London to partially shut 
down earlier this month. That might sound like a 
lot, until you compare it with Britain's total 
carbon output: more than 150 million metric tons 
a year. 

On the other hand, activists argue that 
symbolism is powerful. "AtDrax, most of us felt 
we could shut the plant down, but we made the 
decision not to. The point was to demonstrate we 
had the power to do so if we wanted," John Zee 
says. "And we're not just shutting things down 



and saying no, we're saying yes to things like 
decentralized energy, to community gardens." 

Indeed, every political or cultural movement 
needs a story, with characters, events, catalysts, 
drama, and struggle. So could one of the British 
protesters become the Emily Wilding Davison or 
Rosa Parks or Julia Butterfly Hill of the climate 
change movement? Will people a couple of 
decades from now look back and, in Leo 
Murray's words, "know that we were right, and 
know who the real extremists were"? 

Obviously, there's no way to know the answers to 
those questions right now. But in the meantime, 
activists are already holding meetings and 
planning for the next climate camp — coming to a 
British power plant yet to be determined, some 
time in 20oy. 


Mike Wendling is a freelance journalist based in 
London. 
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Sponsored bike ride for Rising Tide 

Submitted on Thu, 09/11/2006 - 20:11 





'On 26th July 2006 I set off from the end of the M27 at 
the edge of Southampton en route to Glastonbury. I sat 
on my bike loaded up with panniers and pulling a bike 
trailer full of tent and bedding stuff. I was allowing 5 
days to get there, which I realise was not particularly 
challenging by professional cyclists standards. 
However, I am by no definition a ‘professional’ or even 
an experienced cyclist. I’d only made my decision a 
couple of weeks beforehand and had done little 
preparation. I’ve got 2 arthritic knees and was still 
aching from a minor back injury a few days before. 
Storms were forecast ahead. Accusations of 
‘foolhardiness’ seemed to just fuel the compelling 
determination I had developed for the journey! 

It would be so easy to get in the car, dump all my kit in 



the back, switch the music on and arrive painlessly at 
my destination 2 hours later, unaffected by the hills 
and weather, effortlessly detached from my 
environment. That was in part my reason. I wanted to 
know if it was possible for me to journey long distance 
without losing a real connection with the environment 
which we all so depend on. I wanted to arrive without 
contributing to climate change, without polluting the 
air through which I passed. I wanted to feel the reality 
of the land - that means the ups and downs 
experienced on an actual cellular level deep inside my 
body (yes, my muscles certainly let me know about 
those Dorset hills!). I wanted to interact with the 
climate - feel the heat of the sun, the rain and the 
wind. I knew I must fluidly work with these elements 
and that my journey would be made shorter or longer 
because of them. I wanted my mind to slow down from 
all the rushing in my daily world and reconnect with 
the natural rhythms of life. Here I could see clearer the 
hurt caused by capitalism’s soul-less values of 
disconnection from nature, its obsession with speed 
and the exploitation of lives and the environment for 
mechanistic production and profit. Here I could marvel 
at the dragonfly, the deer, the hare, the sheltering tree, 
remembering that their lives were somehow intricately 
woven with my own. 

Whilst I survived the hills, hairpin bends and fast cars, 

I discovered how enclosed this country is by the 
ownership of cars (and agricultural land ownership). I 
felt the strong attitude that you shouldn't be on the 
road if you're not in a car, and certainly not on a bike 
pulling a trailer! Road-signs indicated no walking on 
stretches of road, where I just had to walk pulling the 



bike if I was to proceed with the journey, meaning I 
was forced to put myself in added danger. I felt rage at 
the sense of no-go areas of country which seem 
designed to be inaccessible without car. I experienced 
abuse out of car windows from impatient drivers (do 
they shout at tractor drivers too?). However, I also 
experienced great camaraderie from other cyclists, 
support from individuals along the way for the cause of 
action against climate change (as publicised on the rear 
of my trailer) and a campsite in Glastonbury which was 
full but said they have a policy of never turning cyclists 
away! I arrived at the foot of Glastonbury Tor on July 
29th, 80 miles behind me. 

So, I now realise that cycling has become a political act 
in itself, and together with other forms of people- 
powered travelling is vital for beginning to reclaim our 
land, really experiencing the landscape we're travelling 
through and our direct relationship with nature & the 
environment. Through regaining our true connection 
with the elements of life and insisting on creative 
participatory grassroots politics then we can reclaim 
the future from the governments, corporations and 
value systems which are killing us. 

By gathering sponsors from family and friends I raised 
a total of £246 for Rising Tide.' 

Stepping away from the climatical cliff-edge 

Submitted on Sat, 04/11/2006 - 00:00 
By Harry Helios 

The spirit of ‘energy-descent-meets-energy-dissent’ 
took a major leap forward (or perhaps away from the 


cliff-edge) this summer, with the Camp for Climate 
Action. The Camp announced in the build-up its 
intention to share ideas and inspiration about how we 
can ‘live the solutions’, as well as a trifling intention to 
shut down neighbouring Drax power station, Europe’s 
largest emitter of CO2. 

While the shutdown didn’t quite come to pass, those 
who spent time at the Camp still speak warmly of a 
cynicism-free space that allowed the prospect of an 
inclusive, good-hearted, solution-focussed, direct 
action-committed, more or less anti-capitalist mass 
movement to address the root causes of climate chaos 
seem within our grasp. So at October’s follow-up 
meeting in Manchester, over 70 people came together 
to look at where this newfound (non-fossil fuel) energy 
could be best directed. Should there be another camp? 
Maybe smaller regional camps? Maybe an urban 
version, partly to start a conversation with people not 
entranced by the prospect of field-based compost 
toilets with limited privacy? Finally, on Sunday 
afternoon the (metaphorical) smoke signals began 
appearing from the (imaginary) chimneystacks of 
Manchester’s MERCi building: there would be another 
camp in summer 2007. 

With that decision in the bag, there was still the issue 
of how we would use the next ten months or so before 
Camp 2 kicks off. After all, if we’re looking at a ten year 
time frame to cut CO2 emissions by 90%, and cut 
inequality by even more, every moment is crucial. 
Possibly ridiculously, we have to find time in the midst 
of this planetary emergency to sit quietly and think 
strategically, to communicate clearly and passionately, 



to take confrontational direct action and learn how to 
live lightly, not to mention making a living and dancing 
like lunatics. 

Rising Tide threw a lot of energy into the Camp this 
year, with Tiders from Edinburgh, Reading, 
Manchester, London and North America present near 
Drax, adding to the overall mix. Here’s a Tidal guess as 
to what some of the run-up to Camp 2 will look like, 
and what could do with a hand if you’re looking round 
for a place to input your climate justice-creating 
energies: 

* The next Camp organising meeting will be in January 
2007, (all v. welcome). 

* There will be a growth in the number of smaller direct 
actions on high profile emitters, like the occupation of 
East Midlands airport runway in September 2006; (see 
separate article.) 

* Local groups, fired by in part the Camp experience, 
will continue to sprout around the UK and beyond, 

(and Rising Tide North America will hold its own 
Camp, perhaps coinciding with its UK sister; 
www.risingtidenorthamerica.org 

[http:/ / www.risingtidenorthamerica.org] 

* London Rising Tide (LRT) will create a squatted, 
politicised, enchanted, food-growing ‘CoMutiny 
Garden’, where the group’s ‘Art Not Oil’ project may 
well also find a home; www.londonrisingtide.org.uk 

* LRT’s campaign to oust Shell as sponsor of the 
Wildlife Photographer of the Year Award will continue, 
(as will the wider campaign to get oil companies out of 
culture altogether), with its success coming more 
quickly if you’re able to help out, particularly with web 


design and maintenance skills; 
www.shelloiledwildlife.org.uk 
[http://www.shelloiledwildlife.org.uk], 
www.artnotoil.org.uk [http://www.artnotoil.org.uk] 

* There will be increasing demand from those in 
education and others just getting to grips with the 
urgency of the crisis (and the inability of the 
warmongering powers-that-be to address it) to hear 
more about what we’re up to. So public speaking, 
workshop-running, stall-running, article writing and 
media communication will all become increasingly 
important. As will our ability to listen to and connect 
with sectors of society at its sharp end that are forced 
to focus on their immediate survival more than 
whatever’s coming down the line in the years to come. 

If you can get involved in any of that stuff, great. Or 
maybe you could dream up your own strategy, form 
your own group and get going with that - but whatever 
you do, even if it’s setting up a sustainable community 
in the outer Hebrides, let’s keep it connected! 

Camp for Climate Action: www.climatecamp.org.uk 
[http://www.climatecamp.org.uk] 

Rising Tide: www.risingtide.org.uk 
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'Market solutions' won't stop climate 
catastrophe 

Submitted on Sat, 04/11/2006 - 00:00 
Zoe Kenny & Rohan Pearce 
4 November 2006 


The October 30 release of the Stern Review 
on the Economics of Climate 
Change — a British government-commissioned 
report — has helped increase 
the pressure on Australia and its fellow Kyoto 
renegade, the United 
States, and keep the threat posed by the 
greenhouse effect on the front 
pages of at least a section of the corporate press. 
The review, carried out by Sir Nicholas Stern, 
head of Britain’s 

Government Economic Service and a former 
World Bank chief economist, 
warns of a planetary catastrophe — melting ice 
sheets, rising sea 

levels, desertification, extreme weather and 
possibly a new ice age — if 
nothing is done about the extraordinary build-up 
of greenhouse gases. It 

describes a possible humanitarian disaster, with 
some 200 million 

refugees, and says the world’s poor will pay the 
greatest price... 

What it does reveal is the growing concern 
among the acolytes of 

neoliberalism who for decades worshipped at the 
altar of “market 

solutions” to global warming or dismissed its 
existence, or 

significance, outright. Unfortunately, his report 
offers more of the 

same “free-marketfriendly” (non) solutions. 



Stern’s report is couched in a framework of “pay 
now or pay later — with 

interest”. As the report’s executive summary puts 
it: “The benefits of 

strong, early action on climate change outweigh 
the costs.”Stern writes 

that unless there is substantial change, climate 
change could trigger an 

economic crisis worse than the 1930s depression, 
which could shrink the 

global economy by 20% and cost US$g trillion. 

According to the report: “The evidence shows 
that ignoring climate 

change will eventually damage economic growth. 
Our actions over the 

coming decades could create risks of major 
disruption to economic and 
social activity, later in this century and in the 
next, on a scale 

similar to those associated with the great wars 
and economic depression 

of the first half of the 20th century. And it will be 
difficult or 

impossible to reverse these changes.” 

However, the review argues, “Tackling climate 
change is a pro-growth 

strategy for the longer term, and it can be done 
in a way that does not 

cap the aspirations for growth of rich or poor 
countries. The earlier 

effective action is taken, the less costly it will be.” 
The Stern review 



is just the latest attempt to reconcile the 
irreconcilable: 

environmental sustainability with profits-first, 

capitalist economic 

growth. 

Not surprisingly, this “silver lining” message has 
grabbed the attention 

of governments, business and the corporate 
media. 

This, however, is the central contradiction of 
Stern’s report. On one 

hand it argues for the establishment of a “carbon 
price”, either 

“explicitly through tax or trading, or implicitly 
through regulation”as 

a key step towards halting global warming. On 

the other it acknowledges 

that climate change represents “the greatest 

example of market failure 

we have ever seen”. 

An example of the flawed nature of the review’s 
market-friendly solutions to global warming is 
the European Union’s emissions-trading scheme. 
The report argues that “In practice, tradable 
quota systems — such as the EU’s emissions- 
trading scheme — may be the most 
straightforward way of establishing a common 
price signal across countries”. It notes that the 
ETS “is now the centrepiece of European efforts 
to cut emissions”. 

But a May 15 Friends of the Earth UK media 



release noted that EU countries “have 
undermined incentives for companies to cut 
greenhouse gas emissions ... EU pollution data 
showed that member states gave their industries 
too many pollution permits under the EU 
Emissions Trading Scheme... 

“The price of carbon dioxide has fallen in recent 
weeks after eight EU countries revealed that the 
industries participating in the scheme had 
polluted far less carbon dioxide than they were 
allowed to under the scheme. This meant that 
they had surplus ‘carbon credits’ to sell on the 
ETS market, causing the price of carbon to fall 
dramatically.” 

This contradiction between the threats global 
warming poses canvassed by the report and the 
report’s “solutions” mean that its prescriptions 
are akin to using petrol to try to put out afire. 

Furthermore, responding to the Stern review’s 
release, Ethan Green from Rising Tide North 
America noted: “Although climate scientists are 
in nearly unanimous agreement that 
atmospheric levels of carbon dioxide must be 
limited to no more than 450 parts per million in 
order to avoid catastrophic climate chaos, the 
new UK report calls for CO2 emissions to be 
stabilized at the much higher rate of 500 to 550 
ppm.” 

He explained that this “means the core 
assumptions of the Stern Report, plus its policy 
recommendations, are seriously flawed”. “Based 



on this report, the UK today is declaring that it 
will advocate global cuts in carbon dioxide 
emissions of 30 per cent by 2020 and of 60% by 
2050. While realising even those minimal cuts 
would represent great progress from the world’s 
current unsustainable business-as-usual path, 
clearly we need much more drastic reductions in 
order to prevent climate disaster.” 

The Stern report’s recommended emission cuts 
are at odds with the findings of a report from the 
University of Manchester’s Tyndall Centre for 
Climate Change Research, according to Rising 
Tide: “[The Tyndall report] concluded that a 90% 
cut in greenhouse gas emissions is needed by 
2050.” 

Rising Tide also slammed the Stern review’s 
advocacy of emissions trading, noting: “While 
the World Bank estimates the value of the global 
carbon market nearly doubled from [US] $11 
billion in 2005 to $21.5 billion in 2006, there was 
no equivalent global increase in carbon emission 
reductions. In fact ...as the carbon market has 
soared, global greenhouse gas emissions have 
continued to rise — a stark indication that a more 
pragmatic and direct approach to cutting 
emissions is urgently needed.” 

That the Stern report has helped propel climate 
change to the front pages of the Australian 
corporate press is indeed welcome. It has helped 
expose once again the backwards stance of the 
federal Coalition government — Howard 
responded to a journalist’s question about the 



review on November 2 by saying “Whether the 
doomsday scenarios painted in the Stern report 
are right or wrong I don’t think anybody can 
assert with great confidence” — and will add to 
the pressure for the government to ratify the 
Kyoto Protocol. 

But, in the final analysis, the Stern review suffers 
a fatal flaw by trying to find ways to halt a 
climate catastrophe that are generally 
compatible with “business as usual”for capitalist 
corporations. Ultimately what is needed is not 
Stern’s business-friendly partial solutions, 
though some of them might represent a small 
step forward, but radical social and economic 
changes to tackle what the report acknowledges 
is an “urgent”problem. This won’t come about 
through giving the big end of town dubious 
incentives to change its ways but through 
building an environment movement capable of 
forcing through the changes that need to be made 
to halt global warming and preserve human life. 


From: Comment & Analysis, Green Left Weekly issue 
#689 8 November 2006. 

Full: 

http://www.greenleft.0rg.au/2006/689/35805 
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Robert Newman's speech at Stop Climate 



Chaos rally, Trafalgar Square, 4.11.06 

Submitted on Sat, 04/11/2006 - 00:00 
http://www.robnewman.com 

(Due to the event over-running, this speech was cut a 
little on the day.) 

There is no planet B, so we need an economic 
plan B. We need to develop new economic 
systems because there is only one eco-system and 
it cannot survive the present free market 
economy. 

The Stern Report published yesterday, has come 
up with a price-mechanism to halt climate 
change. But there is no market-based solution to 
a market-based problem. Stern says we were 
better spending 1% of GDP now on lowering 
carbon emissions, rather than find ourselves 
paying 20% of our GDP to combat the effects of 
climate change in a few years time. But devoting 
1% of GDP to lowering carbon emissions isn’t 
going to work, is meaningless if the other 99% is 
spent increasing carbon emissions. GDP isn’t 
carbon neutral. Much of that GDP comes from 
depradating the environment for profit. And 
British banks and corporations, UK-registered 
companies are among the world’s biggest climate 
criminals. 

The Royal Bank of Scotland is the biggest bank in 
Britain and second biggest bank in Europe. RBS 
own NatWest and Churchill Insurance. RBS 
describe themselves as “the oil and gas bank”. 
RBS helped finance Sakhalin oil pipeline off east 



coast of Russia in the Arctic Ocean, and the BTC 
oil pipeline. You want to do something positive? 
Take your money out of there. And not just yours. 
Don’t just close your own account. If your 
university or college has an accunt with the “oil 
and gas bank” or its subsidiaries - shut it down! 
If your employer or workplace has an account 
with the oil and gas bank - shut it down! 

If your union, sports club, social club or secret 
fight club has an account with the Royal Bank of 
Scotland - shut it down! 

FOSSIL FUELS HAVE GOT TO STAY IN THE 
GROUND! 

BP’s emissions from all processes and products 
are twice those of Britain. A single hedge-fund 
company in the City of London which owns own 
2.1% of BP, means they are therefore responsible 
for carbon emissions equivalent to 4 million 
Brits. That’s an office of, what... 30people? Fifty? 

Something else of great value which climate 
campaigners can do are soldiarity actions with 
frontline communities. Those living in the Niger 
Delta, for example. Friday 10th November will be 
the 10th anniversary of the death of Ken Saro- 
Wiwa, who was killed by the Nigerian state for 
campaigning against what Shell were doing in 
Nigeria. Now, ten years later, Shell’s gas flaring 
in the Niger Delta is the single largest source of 
carbon emissions on the planet. 2.5 billion cubic 
eetper day. The single largest source of carbon 
emissions on the planet. Shell is a UK-registered 



company, based right here in Britain (and 
contributing to that GDP of which the Stern 
report wants us to divert 1% to offsetting the 
effects of climate change). It is our right and our 
duty to take Shell back into public ownership, 
dismantle it, break it up, and send its 
management into rehabilition training in the 
hope that they can one day be re-introduced into 
society as useful members of the community. 

We have a unique historic opportunity to make of 
the post-fossil fuel world a much more equal and 
better place than we knew in the Petroleum Era. 
So many of the global inequalities and injustices 
and oppressions are deeply stratified into the 
World Oil Economy, hard-wired into a carbon- 
fuelled profit frenzy. As we disentangle ourselves 
from the fossil-fuel economy, we might 
experiment with new ways of working with the 
Global South rather than theft and control 
punctuated, like a wife-beater, by contrition. 

They might even involve listening to and then 
doing what they say. 

Von Clausewitz, the famous military strategist, 
wrote that the most difficult military manoeuvre 
is retreat. This being so, our arguments needn’t 
be negative, needn’t be a jeremiad. 

Yes, peak oil and carbon rationing will mean that 
there will be less and less net energy available to 
humankind no matter what we do. Yes, this will 
cause much upheaval but it will also bring good 
things: no-one will be working the night-shift, 
no-one will be commuting four hours a day, no- 



one will be stuck in traffic, vast swathes of the 
population will be liberated from meaningless 
work producing pointless commodities no-one 
really needs, from lives so empty they have to fill 
them with commodities and talk of far-away 
stars they will never meet. We will have to live 
more co-operatively, our lives will be less isolated 
and this may even - who kows - affect the 
epidemic of mental illness which characterizes 
the present system. 

North and South, the actions and organizing that 
we do in the next ten years may be the most 
important in human history since the discovery 
offire. 
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'Why I Helped Occupy the Entrance to the 
US National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration' 

Submitted on Mon, 23/10/2006 - 00:00 
by Mike Tidwell (mwtidwell@aol.com 
[mailto:mwtidwell@aol.com]) 

On Monday, October 23rd 2006, at exactly 8 
am, a dozen global warming 
activists - some arriving on foot, some in a rented 
truck - converged 

outside of Washington, D.C., and promptly 




occupied a main entrance to 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, one of the 
nation's leading climate agencies. 

Parking the truck along a busy curb, two 
activists dressed as window 
washers - painter's hats, squeegees in hand - 
carried a 32-foot 

extension ladder to the building's main entrance. 
The activists 

ascended the ladder and secured themselves atop 
a narrow ledge 25 

feet above the ground. Within seconds they 
unfurled a 36-square-foot 
banner that read: "Bush: LetNOAA Tell the 
Truth!" (visit 

www.climateemergency.org 
[http://www.climateemergency.org] ) 

On the ground, the ladder disappeared while 
dozens more protesters 

emerged with placards saying things like "Global 
Warming = Stronger 

Hurricanes!" The entrance to a major federal 
agency, one whose 

politically appointed leadership has been widely 
condemnedfor 

suppressing scientific climate reports, was 
effectively occupied. 

For the rest of the day, the occupation was major 
news in the 

nation's capital. The mainNPR station broadcast 
hourly live updates 



of the ensuing standoff with police, repeating the 
activists' call 

for open science and clean energy. A Fox news 
helicopter hovered 

overhead, filming everything. And more than 150 

newspapers from coast 

to coast and around the world picked up the 

Associated Press story 

that painted an overall picture of principled 

activism in the face of 

politicized science. 

As director of the U.S. Climate Emergency 
Council, I was one of the 

chief organizers of this event and played the role 
of main negotiator 

with the dozens of police and Homeland Security 
officials who 

eventually arrived trying to coax the activists off 
the ledge. My 

motivation for acting was simple. Those of us 
within the emerging 

lobal warming movement in America routinely 
use the words 

"emergency"and "crisis"and "impending 
catastrophe" to describe - 
accurately - the runaway heating now afflicting 
our planet. Wildfires 

are off the charts. The Greenland ice sheet is 
imploding. Hurricanes 
are unrecognizable in their fury. And NASA's 
James Hansen says we 

have less than ten years to profoundly alter our 
use of fossil fuels. 



"Emergency, crisis, catastrophe," we say. 

But do our actions, as activists and policy 
advocates, routinely 

reflect our words? Does our daily work - as fine 
and passionate as it 

is - reflect the desperate reality as we see it? 

The answer, I submit, is no. A resounding no. I 
speakfrom 

experience. For the past five years, while gasping 
at the near-weekly 

scientific reports of rapid climate demise, I've 
worked almost 

nonstop promoting profoundly modest clean 
energy policies in my 

region. These include a policy mandating that 
seven percent of 

Maryland's electricity come for clean sources. 

I've worked on a 

"clean cars" campaign in D.C. that affects only .2 
percent of U.S. 

automobiles. And even these baby steps have 
come after bruising, 

intense political battles. And like similar state 
and regional laws 

heroically won across the country, the bills in my 
region are phased 

in over many years - time we positively don't 
have. 

Even if Democrats retake Congress, the best we 
can probably hope for 

- thanks to still-lagging public awareness and the 
diluting influence 



of Detroit and Exxon-Mobil - is global warming 
legislation that kicks 

in with any force about the year NASA's James 

Hansen says it will 

already be too late for the planet. 

So, by itself the legislative/policy fight will not - 
and does not 

promise to - work in time to solve the 

"emergency." What, then, is 

missing? What more should we be doing to bring 

our actions in line 

with the crisis? 

The answer, I believe, is to stop using bold 
adjectives and dramatic 
language in voices that are routinely calm and 
polite. The answer is 

to start shouting passionately from the tops of 

our lungs. The answer 

is shutting down the entrances to federal 

buildings and staging noisy 

campus sit-ins and peacefully "displaying" tons 

of raw coal on the 

U.S. Capitol lawn. 

We need this not because getting locked up is a 
justified ego trip, 

allowing us to self-righteously shame America 
with the TV cameras 

rolling. We need it because, if done in a spirit of 
love and justice, 

it's our only hope on a terrifyingly tight deadline. 
It's also the 

only way previous social movements have been 



made "whole"and 
therefore successful. 


While the NAACP was working the courts, 

Martin Luther King, Jr. was 

on the street boycotting buses. While anti- 

Vietnam War legislators 

were holding hearings in Congress, men and 

women of service age were 

putting daisies in the barrels of Pentagon rifles 

and refusing the 

draft. Big change requires both: legislative action 
and determined 

public protest, often involving non-violent civil 
disobedience. 

With the climate movement, we have lots and lots 

of 

legislative/policy action and almost no feet on 
the street. It's one 

of our biggest problems. Let me be clear: I'm not 
saying the current 

battles for small legislative gains in scattered 
cities, states, and 

- soon - Congress, should be abandoned. These 
are vitally important 

warm-up steps for the sprint just ahead of us. I'm 
just saying that, 

with the enormity of the threat at hand and the 
paucity of time, 

we'll never get running fast enough with these 
steps alone. We've got 

to add this other, time-honored dimension of 
creative protest to our 



tool kit of actions right now and in a major way. 
There's simply no 
way around it. 

Which is why several dozen of us worked 
together to shut down the 
NOAA entrance for several hours on that 
Monday morning October 23rd. 

Our goal, for at least a day, was to draw broader 
public attention to 

the suppression of climate science by Bush and 
the NOAA leadership. 

Our goal was also to speak to activists 
everywhere in the growing 
grassroots climate movement: Come on in. The 
water's fine. We can and 
must do this. 

By mid day our protest began drawing to a close. 
Paul Burman, 23, and 
Ted Glick, 57 - both bold, nonviolent, climate 
heroes - were taken 

off the ledge by police in a cherry picker after 
frustrating 

authorities all morning and displaying that 

banner to millions of 

people via radio, TV, the internet, and 

newspapers: "Let NOAA Tell 

the Truth!" 

The men were arrested, charged with three 
misdemeanors each, and 

released on their own recognizance. One charge, 
"reckless 

endangerment" of themselves and others, seemed 



particularly 

misdirected given that George Bush and his 
NOAA cronies are 

recklessly endangering 6.2 billion people with an 
impending global 
climate collapse. 

But unless a critical mass of us within the climate 
movement begins 

shouting out our dissent while sitting down in 
entrances or standing 

up in the streets, future generations may level the 
same charge at 

us: Despite knowing the truth, despite knowing 
the danger, they went 

only halfway and so the danger came in full and 
engulfed us. 

V 


(Mike Tidwell is director of the U.S. Climate 
Emergency Council and 

the Chesapeake Climate Action Network based in 
Takoma Park, MD. He 

can be reached at 240-460-5838. Learn more and see 
photos of the Oct. 

23rd protest at www.climateemergency.org 
[http://www.climateemergency.org]) 
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CLIMATE CHAOS HITS THE STREETS OF 
BRISTOL 



Submitted on Wed, 04/10/2006 - 02:16 

All roads lead to Bristol 


Community: 

Bristol 



Rising Tide is a grassroots international 
network of groups and individuals who 
take direct action to confront the root 
causes of climate change and to promote 
local, community-based solutions to the 
climate crisis. 


Rising Tide UK, 62 Fieldgate Street, London, El 1ES 
Tel: +44 (0)7708 794665 


Follow @risingtide_uk on Twitter 
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